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To  the  Editor  of  ilte  EvantreUtul  Recorder. 

Sir, 

I  have,  for  a  long  time,  had  great  dif¬ 
ficulties,  on  a  subject  which  I  concieve 
to  be  important.  And  I  beg  leave  to 
state  the  matter  to  yiui,  in  the  hope  that 
some  of  your  correspondents  w’ill  take 
up  the  subject  and  remove  my  diflicul- 
ties.  I  have  been  in  the  habit  of  hear¬ 
ing  ministers  of  tl>e  gospel,  and  others, 
in  tlieir  prayers,  and  other  public  per- 
fornmnees,  speak  of  tlie  righteousness  of 
Christ  as  imputeil  to  believers,  of  their 
being  clothed  in  the  robes  of  Christ’s 
righteousness,  and  of  God's  looking  at 
believers  only  through  Christ,  and  ap^iro- 
ving  of  their  best  performances  only  for 
the  sake  of  Christ's  righteousness,  and 
the  like.  I  was,  at  first,  disposed  to 
take  it  for  granted,  that  the  use  of  such 
expressions  was  proper,  and  made  use  of 
them  myself,  witliout  having  a  very  dis¬ 
tinct  idea  of  their  meaning.  Afterwards 
when  I  began  to  think  a  little  more  about 
tlie  meaning  of  tlie  words  I  used,  I  found 
some  dffiiculty.  It  seemed  to  me  that 
holiness  munt  be  acceptable  to  God,  for 
its  own  sake  ;  and  that  if  there  is  any 
real  holiness  in  Christians,  God  must  ap¬ 
prove  of  it  for  its  own  sake  ;  and  of 
course,  there  would  be  no  need  of  his 
/looking  upon  that  through  Christ,  ami  ap¬ 
proving  of  it  for  Christ’s  sake.  I  then 
felt  under  the  necessity  of  concluding, 
that  there  was  sometliing  wrong  in  sup¬ 
posing  that  God  looks  upon  the  best  per¬ 
formances  of  Christians  only  through 
Christ,  and  accepts  them  for  his  sake  ; 
or  else,  of  concluding,  that  Christians 
have  no  real  holiness,  which  is  their  (►wn 
personal  exercise.  I  conversed  with 
some  others  on  the  subject,  and  imjuii  ed 
what  they  thought.  They  said,  that 
Christians  have  no  real  holiness,  but  that 
Goil  accepts  their  poor  attempts  to  do 
right,  for  Christ’s  sake.  It  then  occur- 
red  to  me,  that  whatever  moral  action  is 
not  right, must  be  wrong ;  &  then  if  Chris¬ 
tians  have  no  real  holiness,  they  must  be 
altogether  sinful.  And  if  Christians  are 
altogether  sinful,  I  could  not  see  what 
could  be  the  essential  diflereuce  between 
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Christians  and  sinners.  And  besides,  I 
could  not  see  the  propiiety  of  supposing 
God  to  accept  and  approve  of  that  which 
is  altogether  sinful,  either  for  Christ's 
sake,  or  on  any  other  account  I  asked 
myself,  how  can  God  approve  of  sin  ? 
Can  he  approve  of  sin,  for  Christ’s  sake  ? 
And  if  he  can,  w’hy  is  not  this  making 
Christ  the  minister  of  sin?  But  it  had 
been  said,  that  the  Christian  though  him¬ 
self  altogether  sinful,  and  utterly  desti¬ 
tute  of  all  holiness,  is  clothed  with 
Christ’s  righteousness,  and  this  makes 
him  acceptable  to  God.  I  thought  with 
myself,  what  can  this  mean?  Is  the 
Christian  now^  altogether  sinful,  and  ut¬ 
terly  destitue  of  all  holiness?  Hashe  no 
right  feelings  at  all  ?  Is  his  heart  whol¬ 
ly  opposed  to  God,  and  all  good  ?  Has 
he  no  love  to  God  ?  Does  he  take  no 
delight  in  contemplating  God’s  character 
and  perfections?  Has  he  no  hatred 
of  sin  ?  Does  he  still  love  sin  with  all 
his  heart?  And  what  if  he  should  con¬ 
tinue  thus,  forever  ?  Can  he  be  received 
to  heaven,  being  in  himself  utterly  desti¬ 
tute  of  all  holiness,  and  wholly  in  love 
with  all  sin,  and  hating  God,  and  yet  be 
fit  company  for  the  holy  beings  there, 
because  he  is  clothed  w  ith  Christ’s  right¬ 
eousness  ?  And  can  he  be  happy  there, 
while  his  heart  is  full  of  enmity  against 
every  thing  good  ?  But,  1  thought  it 
would  be  saiil,  he  will  then  be  changed 
and  made  holy.  I  then  asked  myself, 
w  liere  is  the  proof,  that  there  will  be  any 
change  after  death?  Must  not  the 
change  take  place  here  ?  And  do  not 
the  scriptures  leach  us  that  men  are  ac¬ 
tually  born  again  and  made  new  crea¬ 
tures,  in  this  life ;  ami  that  none  ought 
to  be  called  Christians,  unless  they  are 
renew  ed  after  the  image  of  God  ?  Do 
they  m»t  teach,  that  Christians  really 
have  a  new'  heart  ?  And  is  not  a  new 
heart  a  holy  heart?  And  how  can  they 
have  a  holv  heart,  and  yet  have  no  holi¬ 
ness  ?  Tliis  appeared  paradoxical.— 
After  these  reflections,  I  found  it  very 
flifficult  to  see  any  propriety  in  speak¬ 
ing  of  God’s  looking  upon  believers  only 
through  Christ,  and  accepting  and  ap¬ 
proving  of  their  best  exercises,  only  ior 
Christ’*  sake. 
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Another  person  admitted  that  there  is 
some  real  liolinessin  Christians, whichGod 
looks  upon  with  com])lacency,  and  wliich 
is  acceptable  to  him  for  its  own  sake  ; 
but  thought  it  necessary  that  the  believer 
slioidd  be  clothed  with  Christ’s  rijsht- 
eoiisness,  in  order  to  appear  betorc  God 
with  acceptance,  because  he  had  com¬ 
mitted  some  sins,  and  still  from  day  to 
day  did  commit  some  sins.  1  did  feel 
satisfied  w  ith  this  statement.  It  admits 
that  whatever  holiness  there  is  in  Chris¬ 
tians,  is  acceptable  to  God  for  its  own 
sake ;  and  it  seemed  to  me  absurd  to 
suppose,  that  sin  can  be  acceptable  to 
God  at  all.  The  ciiristian,  then,  can  be 
acceptable  to  God,  in  hiniself,  as  far  as 
,  he  is  really  holy  ;  but  he  cannot,  on  any 
f  account,  be  acceptable  to  God  any  fur¬ 
ther.  As  far  as  he  is  a  sinner,  he  can  be 
forgiven  for  Christ's  sake;  but  as  far  as 
he  IS  a  sinner,  he  cannot  be  acceptable. 

I  then  asked  myself,  whether  it  can  be  a 
sufticient  reason  for  speaking  of  the  be¬ 
liever  as  clothed  with  Christ’s  righteous¬ 
ness,  that  he  is  forgiven  for  Christ’s 
sake  r  This  led  me  to  incjuire  how  sin¬ 
ners  obtain  forgiveness.  Is  it  for  the 
sake  of  Chi  ist’s  righteousness,  or  for  tlie 
sake  of  his  suflerings  r  I  looked  into  the 
bible,  and  found  it  to  say,  Kph.  1,7.“  In 
whom  we  have  redeinjition  through  his 
bloody  the  forgiveness  of  sins,  according 
to  the  riches  of  his  grace.”  This  men¬ 
tions  the  blood  of  Ctirist,  but  says  noth¬ 
ing  about  his  righteousness  as  the  meili- 
um  of  forgiveness.  Again,  Rev.  1,  5. 
“  Unto  him  that  loved  us,  and  washed  us 
from  our  sins  in  his  own  blood.'*  Rev. 
5y  9.  “  and  hast  redeemed  us  to  God  by 
thy  bloody  out  of  every  kindred,  and 
tongue,  and  pei^ple,  and  nation.”  In 
these  passages,  men  are  spoken  of  as  re¬ 
deemed  by  tlie  blood  of  Christ,  but  noth¬ 
ing  is  s»aid  about  his  righteousness.  I 
then  asked  myself,  shall  the  righteous¬ 
ness  ofC  hrist,  then,  be  made  no  account 
ol  at  all  r  If  w  e  are  cleansed  from  our 
sins  by  hisblooil,  ik  are  made  holy  by  the 
influenceofthe  Holy  Spirit  ;an<l  l>cing  ho¬ 
ly,  are  acceptable  to  (iod  because  w  e  are 
holy,  ol  what  use  is  the  righteiuisness  of 
Christ?  One  suggested,  that  the  atone¬ 
ment  was  made  by  the  active  ami  passive 
obeilience  of  Christ,  that  is,  by  his  righte¬ 
ousness  &  his  suflerings.  Rut  I  foumi  the 
bible  said,  Lev.  17. 11.  “  It  is  the  blood 


that  maketh  an  atonement  for  the  soul.” 
He  replied,  that  it  saiil  also,  Rom.  5. 
19.  Ry  the  obedience  of  one  shall  many 
be  made  righteous.”  Rut  it  seemed  to 
me,  that  this  passage  did  not  contradict 
the  other,  but  referred  to^the  same  thing, 
namely,  Christ’s  obeying  the  command 
of  file  Father  to  lay  down  his  life,  (John 
10.  18,);  and  that  by  his  obedience  to 
this  command,  that  is,  his  laying  down 
his  life,  his  shedding  his  precious  blood, 
he  made  atonement  for  men,  and  prepar¬ 
ed  the  way  for  their  being  renewecl  by 
the  Holy  Spirit,  &  obtaining  the  forgive¬ 
ness  of  their  sins.  This,  then,  w'as  pas¬ 
sive  obedience,  or  suffering,  and  not  ac¬ 
tive  obedience,  or  righteousness.  'I'he 
question  tlien  returned,  of  what  use  is 
the  righteousness  or  active  obedience  of 
Christ?  And  I  thought  the  bible  fur¬ 
nished  an  answer  to  this  question  also, 
w  hen  it  says,  “  For  as  much  as  ye  know, 
that  ye  were  not  redeemed  w  ith  corrup¬ 
tible  things,  as  silver  and  gold,  but  with 
the  precious  blood  of  Christ,  as  of  a  lamb 
without  blemish  and  without  spot.’' — 
And  1  recollected,  that  it  was  an  essen¬ 
tial  qualification  of  a  lamb  for  the  sacri- 
I  fice  that  it  should  be  w  ithout  blemish. — 
I  concluded,  that  if  Christ  had  not  been 
perfectly  obedient  himself,  if  he  had 
I  transgressed  in  the  least  particular,  he 
would  not  have  been  qualified  to  make 
an  atonement  for  us.  A  perfect  right¬ 
eousness  appeared  to  be  necessary  to 
qualify  him  to  make  atonement.  He 
must  be  a  lamb  without  blemish,  or  his 
blood  wouhl  not  have  been  sufficiently 
precious  to  redeem  others.  Here,  then,  1 
thought  1  saw  the  use  and  importance  of 
the])erfect  righteousness  of  ('hrist.  It  was 
necessary  to  give  value  to  his  sufferings, 
and  to  render  his  blood  sufliciently  pre¬ 
cious  to  redeem  sinners.  Rut  still,  it 
was  his  blood  alorw*  that  was  the  ransom 
price.  It  was  his  blood  alone  by  which 
sinners  wen*  waslied  from  their  sins.— 
It  was  his  blood  alone  through  which 
they  obtained  the  forgiveness  of  sins. — 
In  this  view  of  the  subject,  I  could  not 
see  any  ]>ropriety  in  speaking  of  Chris¬ 
tians  as  clothed  with  the  righteousness 
of  Christ. 

Another  thing  connected  with  this, 
W'as  the  imputation  of  Christ’s  righteous¬ 
ness  to  believers.  I  endeavoured  to  ex- 
umiin;,  ^iid  sec  what  this  could  mean.— 
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One  said,  tliat  the  righteousness  ot'Chi  ist 
was  transferred  to  tlie  believer,  and  the 
sin5»  of  the  believer  were  transferred  to 
Christ.  To  this  1  felt  the  following  ob¬ 
jections. 

1.  If  this  interchange  of  character  has 
taken  place,  Christ  sutferod  justly,  as  an 
evil-doer.  Hut  the  bihle  says,  he  sutter- 
ed  the  just  for  the  unjust. 

2.  If  the  sins  of  the  believer  were  trans¬ 
ferred  to  Christ,  he  has  none  left,  of 
which  to  repent. 

3.  If  the  believer  ha-s  no  sins  left,  he 
has  none  to  be  forgiven,  and  cannot  re¬ 
ceive  forgheness. 

4.  If  the  believer  has  no  sins  left,  he 
is  not  treated  with  grace,  bccau'.-e  grace 
is  tavour  bestowed  on  the  guilty.  And 
besides  all  this,  1  cotdd  not  see,  how 
such  an  interchange  of  character  could 
be  inad.e.  I  could  see  how  one  man 
could  exchange  his  dress  with  aiiotlier  ; 
btit  it  seemed  to  be  not  so  easy  a  matter 
to  exchange  away  the  temper  of  our 
minds,  and  the  actions  we  have  perform¬ 
ed.  Another  sai<l,  that  the  word 

does  not  mean  the  same  as  transfer.: — 
To  impute,  simply  means,  to  reclenn,  to 
account.  Consc(|uenllv,  w  lien  the  riglit- 
etmsncss  of  Ciiriht  is  said  to  be  imputed 
to  us,  the  meaning  is  not  that  it  actually 
becoiiK-s  ours,  bat  is  only  reckoned  orac- 
coiiuted  ours.  T  tlmught  with  my^elf, 
that  certainly  Cod  reckons  or  accounts 
things  to  be  wdiat  they  arc ;  and  if 
he  reckons  tlie  iighleousne.>5S  of  Christ 
to  be  ours,  it  must  be  ours.  In  support 
of  his  ojiinion,  he  said,  the  scriptures 
s\n'i\k  ui  imputation,  'rhis  I  admitted, 
but  asked  what  is  imputed  ?  lie  said, 
righteousness.  I  asked,  whose  right- 
eousness  ?  He  said  C!hrist*s  righteous¬ 
ness.  I  asked  f(U’  the  proof.  He  quoted 
liom.  4.  22.  “  And  therefore  it  was  im¬ 
puted  to  him  for  righteousness.”  1  re¬ 
plied,  that  in  this  verse  nothing  is  said 
about  Christ's  rigliteousncss.  Abra¬ 
ham’s  faith  W’as  imputed  to  him  fur 
righteousness. 

In  a  justilicationby  law, righteousness, 
or  perfect  obedience  to  that  law ,  is  the 
condition  of  justification.  But  the  justi¬ 
fication  of  Abraham  was  not  a  legal  jus¬ 
tification.  He  w  as  not  justified  by  works. 
It  w'as  a  gratuitous  justification.  His 
faith  W'as  the  condition.  His  faith  held 
the  same  place,  in  the  matter  of  his  justi¬ 
fication,  that  righteousness  w  ould  have 
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held,  if  he  had  been  justified  by  law. 
Thus  his  faith  was  counted  to  him  for 
rigliteousness.  It  was  not  considered 
the  same  thing  as  righteousness,  but  it 
was  put  in  the  same  place,  in  the  matter 
of  justification.  But  if  this  w'as  not  so, 
still,  there  was  nothingsaid  about  Christ’s 
righteousness.  He  then  quoted  Rom.  4. 
1 1.  “  'I'hat  rightemisness  might  be  impu¬ 
ted  unto  them  also,”  and  thought  that 
this  must  be  (Mirist's  righteousness.— 
But  1  tlmught  his  conclusion  was  alto¬ 
gether  gratuitous  ;  for  nothing  was  said 
there  about  Clirlst's  righteousness.  I 
thought  it  nu'ant  the  same  as  in  the  other 
veme.that  tlie  persons  spoken  of, were,  on 
account  of  their  faitli,to  be  treated, in  the 
matter  of  justificatioii,as  if  they  had  been 
righteous.  But,  granting  that  it  meant, 
that  the  righteousness  of  some  other  per¬ 
son  W'as  to  be  accounteil  to  the  believer 
as  his  own,  I  could  not  see  any  tiling  in 
the  text, or  context,  which  authorized  us 
to  say,  that  it  was  the  righteousness  of 
Christ,  any  more  than  the.  righteousness 
of  any  other  being. 

Another  said,  that  the  reason  why 
Chl  i^t’s  righteousness  should  be  said  to 
be  imputed  to  us,  was,  that  Christ  had 
satislied  the  law  for  us.  We  had  brok¬ 
en  the  law,  and  were  condemned  by  it ; 
but  Christ  hail  taken  our  law  place, 
yielded  perfect  obedience  in  our  stead, 
and  suffered  the  penalty  due  to  our 
transgressions.  This  leil  me  to  enquire 
into  the  nature  of  the  law',  and  to  en¬ 
deavour  to  ascertain  what  were  its  de¬ 
mands.  1  found  its  requirement  to  be, 
“  Thou  shah  love  the  Cord  thy  God  with 
al!  thy  heart.  It  does  not  say  thou 
slialt  love,  or  some  other  shall  love, 
love,  in  thy  room.”  I  did  not  see,  there¬ 
fore,  how  the  obedience  of  another  could 
ever  meet  this  demand  of  the  law  against 
me.  Again,  I  found  it  to  say,  “  The 
soul  that  sinneth,  it  shall  die.”  It  does 
not  say,  “  the  soul  that  sinneth  shall  die, 
or  some  other  shall  die,  in  its  place.”  I 
did  not  see,  therefore,  how  the  death  of 
another  could  ever  meet  this  demand  of 
the  law  upon  me.  And  I  found  another 
dilficulty  also.  The  threatening  of  the 
law,  I  had  understood  to  be,  eternal 
death  ;  and  Christ  did  not  sufter  eternal 
death,  in  the  space  of  three  days.  And 
further,  the  law  did  not  demand  of  me 
both  perfect  obedience  and  suft'erings.— 
If  tlie  law  haii  said,  Thou  shall  love,  or 
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some  other  shall  love  in  thy  room,”  and 
Christ  has  loved  in  my  room,  that  is  suf¬ 
ficient.  There  is  no  neetl  of  any  one 
suffering  the  penalty.  If  tliis  demand 
has  been  perfectly  met,  there  is  no  other 
demand  upon  me.  Let  me  sin  as  much 
as  I  will,  in  my  own  person,  my  substi¬ 
tute  has  perfectly  obeyed  for  me.  1  can 
never  be  in  any  danger  of  punishment. — 
Neither  ought  Christ  to  have  sufter- 
ed.  The  law  had  been  satisfied  by  his 
perfect  obedience ;  and  it  did  not 
need  to  be  satisfied  twice  over.  And 
further,  if  Christ  has,  as  niy  substitute, 
satisfied  the  law  tw  ice  over,  first  by  his 
erfect  obedience,  and  then  by  his  death, 
did  not  see  how  there  couhl  be  any 
graeVy  in  exempting  me  from  sulfering  its 
penalty.  If  it  has  been  satisfied,  tliat  is 
sufficient.  It  has  no  further  demand. — 
And  there  is  no  grace  in  my  being  ex¬ 
empted  from  a  demand  which  does  not 
exist.  But  the  bible  teaches  believers 
to  expect  an  exemption  from  the  penalty 
of  the  law,  as  a  matter  of  grace.  It 
teaches,  that  they  recei\e  the  forgiveness 
of  sins,  according  to  the  riches  of 
<livine  grace.  I  could  not,  tlierefore,  see 
the  propriety  of  supposing  that  Christ ' 
satisfied  the  law’  for  us  at  all,  either  by 
his  obedience,  or  by  his  ileath.  Ami 
consequently,  I  could  not  see  in  this,  any 
reason  for  saying  that  the  righteousness 
of  Christ  is  imputed  to  us. 

On  the  whole,  I  could  imt  see  any 
thing  in  the  text  before  mentioned,  which 
could  justify  us,  in  saying,  tliat  tlie  riglit- 
eousness  of  Christ  is  imputed  to  the  be¬ 
liever  ;  nor  have  1  been  able  to  find  any 
thing  in  the  bible,  which  seems  to  me  to 
justify  such  language.  I  earnestly  wish, 
therefore,  tliat  some  of  your  corresi.'oii- 
dents  would  take  up  tins  subject,  and 
help  me  out  of  my  diilicullies.  Such  l:ni- 
guage  as  1  have  mentioned,  occurs  so  fre¬ 
quently  ,in  the  public  prayers  at  our  reli¬ 
gious  meetings,  that  1  cannot  understund- 
ingly  join  in  these  prayers,  unless  I  can 
know  w  hat  the  language  means,  and  be 
convinced  that  the.  meaning  is  w  arranted 
by  the  word  of  God.  Ax  ixquiiiKR. 

Review  of  J)r,  Rice's  Sernwu,  concluded 
from  page  197. 

If  we  believed  that  the  original  inves¬ 
tigation  of  the  scriptures  would  modify 
essentially  the  doevrines  of  the  reforma¬ 


tion,  we  would  still  recommend  it  :  “^or 
the  bible,  the  bible,  we  say,  contains  the 
religion  of  Protestants.”  But  that  suck 
w  ill  be  the  result,  we  can  have  no  appre¬ 
hension,  as  long  as  w  e  perceive  every  at¬ 
tempt  at  a  departure  from  these  doctrines 
environed  with  difficulties  of  translation, 
increasing  at  every  step,  until  excision 
becomes  necessary  to  clear  the  way, — a 
work  wearisome  to  the  pioneer,  who, 
when  he  has  cut  his  way  through  in  the 
pride  of  scholarship,  gives  back  to  Cal¬ 
vin  the  meaning  of  the  text,  while  in  the 
hardihood  of  unbelief  he  denies  its  inspi¬ 
ration. 

While  therefore  we  believe  with  otir 
author  that  no  new  fundamental  truths 
w  ill  be  discovered,  and  none  now  regar¬ 
ded  as  such  be  set  aside  by  the  study  of 
the  bible,  we  do  confidently  anticipate 
that  these  <ioct lines  will  yet  be  disin- 
cumbered  of  difficulties  which  have  at- 
temled  them,  and  will  be  better  under¬ 
stood.  We  are  satisfieil,  however,  that 
the  time  has  come  w  hen  the  standard  of 
the  reformation  should  be  reared,  and 
the  trumpet  of  the  reformation  blown,  to 
assemble  for  mutual  defence,  Christians 
of  every  denomination  who  regard  the 
doctrines  of  the  reformation  as  a  sum¬ 
mary  of  the  faith  once  delivered  to  the 
saints  ;  ami  whatever  partialities  we 
iiiuy  have  I’or  those  modes  of  explana¬ 
tion  and  defence  to  which  we  have  been 
accustomed,  we  are  reaily,  heart  and 
soul,  lo  unite  in  the  defence  of  tlie  “  com¬ 
mon  iloctrines  of  Christianity  that  were 
handed  down  by  the  Apostles  and  recei- 
vcil  at  the  reformation.”  If  we  do  not 
feel  less  than  we  have  done  the  impor¬ 
tance  of  our  own  peculiar  views,  we  feel 
unspeakably  more  tlian  we  have  done, 
the  importat'ce  of  uniting  with  all  who 
love  our  Lord,  for  the  preservation  of  our 
common  Christianity.  And  should  the 
selfishness,  or  pride,  or  honest  zeal  of 
evanirelical  men  indme  them  still  to 
contend,  while  the  word  and  the  |)rovi- 
dence  of  (tod  call  tliem  to  ‘  pursue  the 
things  that  make  for  peace,’  we  think  it 
not  improbable  that  in  his  just  displeas¬ 
ure,  Coil  mav  let  loose  upon  them  ene¬ 
mies  wlio  will  neither  spare  nor  pity, 
but  will  scourge  them  to  the  standard  of 
the  reformation,  and  compel  them  to 
contend  earnestly  and  in  concert  for  the 
faith  once  delivered  to  the  saints. 
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Rut  whether  we  are  driven  by  com- 
pulsi«)n  or  drawn  by  charity,  the  bond 
of  pert’ectiicss,  into  the  alliance  defen¬ 
sive,  there  is  one  thing  which  must  not 
be  done.  Neither  in  the  haste  of  fear 
nor  the  ardour  of  love  must  it  over  be 
conceded  that  all  truths  which  are  not 
fundamental  may  be  waved  for  the  sake 
of  peace,  as  of  relatively  triilins:  conse- 
fiuencc. 

We  know  that  it  is  not  the  opinion 
of  our  author  that  peace  should  be  pur¬ 
chased  by  such  a  compromise,  nor  has 
he  said  any  thing  which  can  justify  such 
an  inference  ;  and  yet  while  his  eye 
and  his  heart  were  intently  fixed  on  the 
work  of  peace,  a  few  expressions  h.ive 
dropped  from  his  pen  which  we  feel  dis¬ 
posed  to  guard  with  a  little  more  care 
than  his  time  and  immediate  object* 
W’ould  allow. 

There  are  doulitless  “  disquieting  van¬ 
ities”  introduced  sometimes  into  reli¬ 
gious  controversies,  but  we  feel  entirely 
persuaded  that  this  is  not  the  epithet 
which  the  writer  of  this  iliscourse  inten¬ 
ded  to  bestow  upon  those  differences  of 
opinion  w  hich  are  known  to  exist  in  the 
Presbyterian  church. 

There  are  useless  (juestions,  also  some¬ 
times  in  theidogical  discussions,  calcu¬ 
lated  only  to  “  perplex  plain  people, 
who  simply  wish  to  know  what  they 
must  do  to  be  saved,**  but  the  inference 
is  no  more  to  be  admitted,  than  it  was 
intended,  that  no  discussions  are  impor-  ] 
tant,  which  have  not  an  immediate  ref-  i 
erence  to  the  question  what  shall  w’e  do 
to  be  s<aved,  or  that  no  points  of  doctrine, 
are  important  the  discussion  of  which 
might  not  immediately  edify,  and  might 
even  perplex  plain  people. 

The  treatise  of  KUwanIs  on  the  Will,  might  per¬ 
plex  plain  people,  but  it  has  long  stood  and  will  ev¬ 
er  stand  a  bulwark  against  the  encroachments  of  er- 
rour. 

“  Tljere  are  roinglings  of  pride  and  vanity  in  good 
uen,”  and  it  iiih}  be  difTicult  to  provt ,  that  any  one 
has  not  been  knowingly  or  secretly  influenced  in  his 
.audics  and  publicatiotis,  by  the  desire  of  distinction. 
Jiut  while  nten  sustain  a  reputation  for  ardent  piety 
and  unaffected  humility,  are  men  of  prayer,  and  in¬ 
tense  application,  are  pfmessed  of  vigorous  minds 
and  arc  devoted  to  original  investigation,  we  think 
that  the  fact  itself,  that  they  have  advanced  some¬ 
thing  new,  should  not  be  regarded  as  affording  suf¬ 
ficient  evidence  to  justify  the  imputation  of  their  be¬ 
ing  actuated  hy  a  desire  of  human  applause. 

While  therefore  we  would  watch  with  jealous 
eye,  against  the  affectations  of  novelty  aad  would 
fay  the  lash  with  nosparing  hand  upon  a  spirit  of 


I  vainglorious  innovation ;  yet  we  preoieve  not  how 
the  dootriues  of  the  reformation  can  be  diMmeum. 
bored,  and  better  understod,  sho«dd  we  stigmatize, 
as  the  offspring  of  ainbitkm,  every  new  idea  or  luodu 
of  illustration,  which  may  be  ailo|>ted. 

We  agi'ee  with  .a  venerable  and  beloved  broiher, 
whose  eloi]uent  defence  oi' original  mvustivation  in 
his  eulogy  of  the  reformers,  it  gives  ua  pleasui^  to 
quote—**’  Kut  brethren  we  should  prove  ourselves 
un worth}  ul  such  an  ancestry  if,  luider  the  pretc.xt 
of  praising  these  attainments  we  become  iiidiffertmt 
about  our  own  ;  if  we  lose  their  spirit  while  we 
imait  of  tlieir  names  :  much  more  if  falling  sliort  of 
their  e.vcclh’Hce  we  do  not  endeavour  tu  regain 
.Did  surpu.'-s  it. — Magnanimous  men!  they  not  only 
cherished  their  light,  but  a(>plicd  it  to  expose  de- 
liision  anil  explore  the  paths  of  foi^otten  truth.  Far 
from  bein'^  satisfied  witn  previous  reformation,  they 
inquired  if  any  corruption  had  been  retained,  any 
errour  unnoticed,  any  duty  overlooked,  and  exerted 
themcelves  to  supply  the  defect  imth  by  condemn¬ 
ing  whut  was  wrung,  and  by  performitig  what  was 
right.  No  favorite  prepossessions,  no  inveterate 
habits  either  npiiallcd  their  courage,  or  paralized 
their  etfurts.  No  opinion  can  he  more  dishonorable 
or  dangerous  than  this;  that  reformat lou  being  al- 
re.ady  achieved,  we  have  noihing  else  to  do  hut  to 
tread  quietly  on  in  the  track  of  precedent.  Godli- 
ne  >s  is  not  Uie  nursling  of  tradition.  If  wc  have  no 
better  reason  fur  our  seatiinents  and  practice,  than 
that  they  were  Uie  sentiments  and  practice  of  our 
futhers  before  us,  our  religion  is  not  a  rational  but  a 
luechanical  service. 

**  ChristMiiity  allows  no  implicit  faith  except  in 
the  divine  test-raony.  It  is  not  enough  that  a  point 
ot  doctrine  or  worship  ha^  had  the  sMiction  of  vene¬ 
rable  names  and  ancient  custom.  These  may  com¬ 
mand  respect,  but  can  neither  obligate  conscience, 
not  relieve  us  from  the  trouble  of  examining  fur  our- 
Si  lres,  because  there  -s  no  believing  by  proxy  ”• 

It  is  true  that  metaphysical  subtelties  and  im¬ 
palpable  distinctions  of  system  making,*’  have  some¬ 
times  intruded  themselves  into  theological  discus- 
sious.  Kut  we  w  ould  guard  against  speaking  uf  met- 
a[>li}sicul  studies,  and  accurate  discrimination,  in 
sucli  a  manner  as  might  affonl  comfort  to  undiscri- 
nii.iating  dullness,  complacency  to  ignorant  iiido- 
k  nee,  or  i  elief  to  one  so  pressed  by  scripture  and 
common  sense,  that  he  has  no  resource  remaiiuDg 
but  to  cry  metapysicif  As  to  the  “  minute  differ¬ 
ences  which  prevail  among  evangelical  men,”  while 
we  believe  that  none  ex'st  of  such  importance  as  to 
justify  alienation, .and  prevent  coniial  fellow siwp,and 
co-operation,  anil  none  which  would  iiutucc  us  to 
utter  a  whisper,  or  lift  a  finger  to  prev.  nt  the  set¬ 
tlement  in  our  churches  of  a  candiiiateof  fair  fame, 
who  might  not  think  and  express  himseU  in  our 
manner,  still  we  lan  neither  ask,  nor  gi*ant,  that 
these  differences  should  be  regarded  as  minute  and 
of  trifling  consequence. 

It  does  r.ot  to  us  seem  to  follow  that  hec.ause  a 
truth  is  not  fundamental  it  may  not  in  certain  cir¬ 
cumstances  be  as  important,  as  a  fundamental  doc¬ 
trine,  or  that  because  no  new  fundamental  doctrines 
remain  to  be  discovered,  that  no  new  manner  of  ex¬ 
plaining  and  defei  ding  them  m.ay  not  be  attained, 
which  shall  greatly  lessen  their  repellency  and  aug¬ 
ment  their  force. 

Surii  is  the  depravity  of  the  heart,  that  a  trifing 
errour  may  create  a  prejudice,  and  arouse  an  oppo¬ 
sition  which  shall  exclude  the  entire  light  of  the  sys- 
tem  of  truth  from  the  mind;  the  removal  of  which 
by  the  substitution  of  truth,  shall  make  the  differ¬ 
ence  in  fact  of  the  entire  system  A  dark  spot  of 
small  circumference  may  produce  in  this  manner  a 
Dr.  Mason, 


but  to  pray  always  with  bubmUsioii.  Tliat  i3, 
we  sliduhl  Consider  what  appears,  as  t'ur  as  w  can 
judge,  to  be  best  fnr  the  church,  and  most  for  the 
glory  of  Gotl;  and  then  go  'o  tiod  in  prayer,  and 
ask  fur  those  tilings:  but,  that  wr  should  always  ask 
w  ith  a  disposition  to  give  up  our  ow  n  will  to  the  will 
ofCIoil,  and  to  take  p:ittcrn  from  our  Lord,  who 
said,  “  not  my  will  but  thine  be  done.”  It  is  piob- 
ably  right  to  pray  with  submission;  but  wheihei 
this  obviates  the  objection,  is  not  so  clear.  If  it  fe 
esscTiti  .1  to  a  right  prayer,  that  it  b«;  made  with  suli- 
mission  ;  anil  yet,  if  God  has  promised  to  grant  the 
very  thing  pray  ed  for,  w  heiiever  a  right  prayer 
is  made ;  it  wnuhl  seem  that  he  would  still  he  bouinl, 
sometimes,  to  gi*ant  what  is  not  tor  the  best,  if  such 
j  a  thing  sliould  be  prayed  for  in  a  right  manner. 

1  Tire  writer  of  the  letter  seems  to  think,  that  wc 
ought  to  ]>ray  for  temporal  blessings,  with  stibmis. 
‘  sinn  ;  but  for  spiritual  ble.ssir.gs,  without  submission. 
His  words  are,  “Our  breihren  generaUy  believe, 
that  when  temporal  blessings  are  asked  for,  the  i>e- 
titions  should  be  made  in  entire  subonlinaiion  to  the 
divine  will,  and  with  resignation  to  the  idlotm**nls 
of  his  providence;  hut  when  wc  ask  for  an  effusion 
of  his  Holy  Spirit,  and  for  a  revival  of  religion  a- 
mong  us,  we  are  to  come  boldly  to  the  throne  oi 
grace,  with  no  reservation,  with  no  hesitation,  for 


total  eclipse,  while,  the  same  obstacle  removed,  the 
entire  flood  of  light  bursts  upon  the  mind.  It  is  this 
consaleraliim  which  attaches  us  to  those  auiliors  in 
this  part  of  llic  church,  who  are  by  some  legardesl 
as  8ysuni-niaki.is,  and  innovators,  but  whom  we 
and  our  fath  .rs  have  been  accustomed  to  honour, 
as  great,  and  w  ise,  and  good.  Of  these  there  is  not 
one  whom  we  would  call  master,  or  for  whose  tech- 
mcArs  in  theology  we  would  strenuottsly  contend; 
none  with  whom  on  evei7  point  we  could  entirely 
agree  ;  none  whose  light,  as  now  exhibited  by  the 
living  preachet  is  not  sotV'iied  and  mollified;  and 
yet  it  is  by  the  study  of  their  writings,  that  we  have 
obtained,  in  sottie  respectr  as  it  appears  to  us,  a 
“better  understand log  o(  that  sy'tem  of  d^ct^ine 
w  hicli  has  been  .  cceived  Iroin  the  beginning,”  and 
that  our  minds  ire  “distinbarnisseil  of  some  difli- 
culties  which  have  attended  them,”  difficulties  we 
must  add,  which  being  n;mc\ed,  enable  us  to  bring 
w  ith  iticreasird  power,  the  sword  of  the  Spirit  ujion 
the  hearls  of  men,  attciuh'd,  as  we  cannot  but  Inv- 
lieve,  m  an  eminent  degree,  with  the  power  ot  God 
•into  salvation. — Christiun  Spectator. 


FOn  TIIK  F.VANCELICAI,  hecorder. 

THE  PRAYER  OF  FAITU. 

Jlfr.  Editor, 

In  your  last  nunibi  r,  T  found  an  extract  of  a 
letter  tmm  New-Haven,  containing  some  remarks 
on  the  pr:iyer  ol  faith  1  was  pleased  to  see  these 
reinaik',  because  I  think  the  subject  is  one  of  gn'at 
m.p«*rtance,  and  of  pe  culiar  interest,  especially  at 
tins  day.  1  rejoice  that  the  subje  t  is  introduced, 
nnd  I  iiO|>c  it  vtill  receive  a  tbomugli  disc..ssion 
1  am  not  yet  prepared  to  admit  every  thiugthe  wri¬ 
ter  of  ibat  letter  har.  said;  but  perhaps  1  shall  be, 
when  the  sidiject  has  been  fully  investigated.  I 
have  no  hcsiialion  in  reject.ing  the  idea,  v  nich  was 
formerly  vc*y  prevalent,  that  the  principal  design 
of  prayer  is  t-*  henefit  the  person  who  prays.  'I'o 
coi.fine  the  inhuecce  of  our  iirayers  to  oursidves, 
and  to  say  that  their  principal  ih.'sign  is  to  prepare 
us  to  receive  oi  he  ilmied  favors,  does  not  ajipear 
consislenl  with  the  representations  given  in  scrip, 
tore  of  the  pray  ers  ol  g  chI  men  of  old,  nor  w  ith  the 
command  that  we  should  pi-ay  for  all  men.  I  am 
fully  convinced,  that  prayer  m  designed  to  liave  a 
prevaiiiiig  influence  w  irti  God  to  obtain  blessings  — 
And  in  lb  s  view  of  it  only,  ilo  1  sec  a  consisttney  in 
our  pu'.yiTig  for  those  wfm  arc  beyond  the  reach  of 
our  charities,  and  ihost*  who  are  yet  nfilxun. 

It  has  Ihu'ii  made  a  question,  whether  in  answer* 
4i:g  prayer,  God  always  bestows  the  very  thing  vvhicli 
WHS  asked  lor;  or  win  iher  he  does  not  sometimes 
answer  it,  by  withholding  the  thing  asked  for,  and 
bestow  ing  soinethi*  g  bt  ttei  in  its  stead.  This  quea- 
tion  I  bhonid  like  to  see  discussed.  1  wish  some  of 
your  corre-pomlents  would  lake  it  up,  and  inform 
us  how  it  13  'I  he  prayi  rs  w  hich  art*  ret ordci!  in 
the  Hible,  appear  generally,  if  not  always,  to  have 
been  an  .wered  by  giving  the  very  thing' w  hich  was 
abkt'd.  A  d  this  appears  also  to  be  the  most  natu¬ 
ral  consti  uctiuii  ot  the  language  in  whicli  the  prom¬ 
ises  :tri  made.  An  objec<ion  to  this,  sei'ins  to  arise, 
however,  from  the  consliler,ati''n,  that  we  are  not 
veiy  well  (pialiried  to  judge  what  is  on  the  whol- 
be'^t  for  us,  or  best  for  Ifte  church,  or  nmst  for  the 
giery  of  God.  And  coiist>qiienfIy,  lliat  if  (iod  has 
b<  it:id  hii.;selt  to  grant,  in  atl  cases,  what  vve  ask, 
he  may  b»  ol  i<»«  d  to  grant  some  things  which  are 
no'  tortl*e  btsi,  or  elsi*  violate  his  jUTimise.  Some 
have  hoi.glit,  that  the  proper  way  to  obviate  this 
objetti  .n,  IS,  by  directing  us  to  prav  for  those  things 
which  appeal-  ko  us  must  likely  to'  be  for  the  best, 
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«  He  has  expressly  said,  and  with  an  oath,  “  that  he 
has  no  pleasure  in  the  death  of  the  sinner,  but  woufd 
rather  that  he  should  (urn  and  live.”  I  cannot  find 
the  place  where  this  is  said,  exactly  in  these  words; 
but  I  find  something:  similar,  in  Ezek.  33. 11,  «  As 
I  live,  suith  the  Lord  (jod,  1  have  no  pleasure  intlie 
death  of  the  wicked;  but  that  the  wicked  turn  from 
liis  way  and  live.”  What  does  this  mean  ?  Does  it 
mean,  that  Cod  does,  on  the  whole,  desire  the  sal¬ 
vation  of  every  sinner?  If  so,  why  does  he  not 
iave  every  sinner  He  certainly  can,  if  he 
choosi's.  It  appears  plain  to  me,  that  thr  meaning 
is,  that  Ciu«l  has  no  pleasure  in  the  death  of  the  sin¬ 
ner,  I/I  itftelf  considered ;  but  has  pleasure  in  the 
sinner’s  turning  and  living,  in  itself  lonsidcred  ;  and 
tiiat  it  does  not  express  his  wish  o/i  the  lahole  tha* 
every  sinner  shnuUl  be  sared.  He  certaii.ly  does 
not  w  ish  on  kite  whole  that  every  sinner  should  be 
i'Hved  ;  for  of  some  he  says,  John  12,  40,  “  He  hath 
bliniled- their  eyes,  and  hardened  their  heart ;  that 
theit  should  not  sec  loith  their  eyes,  nor  tmderstand 
ii'ith  their  heart,  and  be  converted  and  1  should  heal 
tlicin.”  Cod  desires  the  salvation  of  every  sinner, 
ill  itself  considered  ;  and  so  ought  we.  We  ought, 
therefore,  to  pray  for  the  salvation  of  every  sinner ; 
hut  we  ought  to  do  it  with  submission,  and  be  wil¬ 
ling  to  ha>e  (lod  do  what  is  best  on  the  whole,  in 
this  matter,  as  well  as  in  every  other. 

'fhe  writer  then  gws  on  to  say,  “  We  feel,  there¬ 
fore,  that  there  is  no  doubt  upon  this  subject,  but 
tlut  we  may  jiray  for  this  immense  blessing  xcith 
full  confidence  that  it  ivill  be  granted ;  and  we  be-  I 
lieve  that  it  always  will  be  granted,  where  the  pray¬ 
ers  and  the  labors  are  occompanied  with  faith''— 
Here,  the  question  arises,  what  is  faith?  Is  it  the 
‘^fufl  confidence'*  that  our  request  will  be  granted  * 
Perhaps  1  mistake  the  meaning  of  the  writer,  but 
this  seems  to  be  implied.  1  could  wish  the  writer 
had  told  us,  more  clearly,  what  is  the  faith  necessa¬ 
ry  to  prevailing  prayer  ;  for  this  is  one  of  the  most 
important  points  of  the  present  impiiry.  If  any  of 
your  correspondents  can  answer  this  question,  and 
set  the  subject  in  a  clear  and  convincing  light,  they 
will  confer  a  very  great  favor  upon  the  Christian  pub¬ 
lic.  'I  his  idea,  that  the  faith  necessary  to  prevail¬ 
ing  prayer,  is  a  “yii//  confidence'*  that  our  request 
will  he'granted,  is  not  for  the  first  time  suggestcil  by 
this  writer.  We  have  heard  it  frequently,  of  late. 
Hut,  is  it  true  ?  1’he  following  difficulties  have  oc¬ 
curred  to  me :  Faith  must  be  foimdi  d  on  evi¬ 
dence.  What  is  the  evidence  that  tlie  thing  I  ask 
for,  will  be  granted  ?  Is  it  tlie  promise  of  God  to 
hear  and  answer  prayer  ?  But  tliat  promise  is  made 
to  the  prayer  of  faith.  1  must  be  conscious  thut  I 
mak<‘  the  prayer  of  faith,  before  I  can  take  hold  of 
that  [iroinise.  Here,  then,  I  have  got  into  a  circle. 

I  must  believe  that  the  thing  will  be  granted,  before 
I  can  pray  aright.  Hut  I  must  be  conscious  that  I 
pray  aright,  before  1  can  believe  that  the  thing  will 
he  granted.  I  wish  for  the  conversion  of  a  particu¬ 
lar  individual.  I  wish  to  pray  for  it,  in  such  a  man¬ 
ner  as  to  prevail.  First,  then,  1  must  believe  that 
he  w'ill  be  converted.  But  I  must  have  evidence 
that  he  will  be,  before  I  can  believe.  Where  is  the 
evidence  ?  Why,  God  has  said,  he  has  no  pleasure 
in  the  death  of  a  sinner.  What  then  ?  This  is  said 
of  every  sinner,  and  all  will  not  be  saved.  This  is 
no  evidence  that  the  individual  in  nuestion  will  be 
saved ;  and  therefore,  is  no  reason  for  my  believing 
that  he  will  be.  What  more?  God  has  promised 
to  hear  and  answer  prayer.  True  ;  but  that  prom¬ 
ise  is  made  to  the  praver  of  faith,  and  I  h.ave  uot 
yet  made  the  prayer  faith,  for  I  have  not  the  faith 
which  is  ncvcsxaty.  This  promise,  then,  affords  me 
no  evidence,  and  so,  I  cannot  yet  believe.  Where, 
thru,  is  Uie  evidcQce,  upon  which  I  caa  grouaU  my 


faith  ?  Is  it  said,  any  where  in  scripture,  tliat  this 
individual  will  be  saved  ?  No.  I  see  not,  then,  hour 
I  can  ever  make  the  prayer  of  faith  for  this  ir.divid. 
ual,  unless  I  have  an  immediate  revelation  from  God 
that  this  individual  will  be  saved  ’  Hut,  does  God 
make  such  revelations  now  ?  Has  the  age  of  proph¬ 
ecy  and  of  miracles  returned  ?  If  this  is  so,  it  is  im- 
portal  t  that  we  should  be  informed  of  it  Hesidesy 
if  this  is  the  way  we  are  to  obtain  the  faith  necessa¬ 
ry  to  prevailing  prayer,  if  it  is  made  by  iinnutliate 
revelation  from  God,  I  feel  excused  for  my  unbe¬ 
lief,  as  long  as  I  have  no  revel.ttion.  *But  this  can¬ 
not  be  so,  for  faith  is  a  duty.  I  am  bound  to  p;  ay, 
and  to  pray  aright;  and  while  I  iiegleet  to  pray  a- 
right,  through  unbebef,  I  sin  against  God.  \4'hat, 
then,  must  I  do?  Must  I  shut  up  my  eyes,  and  lock 
up  my  senses,  and  believe  with  full  confidence P 
without  any  evidence,  from  script  m  e,  s<*nse,  or  rea- 
sm?  Na  This  cannot  be  required  .\fy  conclusion, 
then,  is,  that  if  this  is  the  right  kind  of  faith,  it  must 
be  founded  upon  some  of  the  divine  declarations. — 
But,  where  are  those  declarations  ?  Will  not  some 
one  of  your  correspondotits,  who  uuderstands  this 
subject,  give  us  some  furtlier  ligbt.^ 

ALPHA. 

THE  ETERN  AL  PRISON. 

Evil  men  will  hereafter  be  confined  with 
the  fallen  angels ;  who  are  possessed  with 
a  disposition  to  do  every  thing  which  is  in¬ 
jurious  to  God,  and  their  fellow  creatures, 
and  to  perpetrate  all  the  crimes  dictated  by 
malice,  cruelty,  deceit,  and  revenge.  To  be 
imprisoned  in  this  world  with  a  collection 
of  abandoned  villians  ;  to  be  hated  and  des¬ 
pised,  deceived  and  betrayed,  oppressed 
and  insulted,  wounded  to  the  soul  with  un¬ 
ceasing  cruelty  and  treachery,  and  broken 
down  with  scorn  and  insolence,  even  for  our 
present,  momentary  life  ;  would,  I  think, 
be  a  lot,  sufficiently  dreadful  to  lacerate 
the  soul  with  agony.  What  then  must  be 
the  nature  and  misery  of  a  confinement 
with  these  powerful,  active,  sagacious  be¬ 
ings  ;  xvhose  minds  are  all  malice,  fraud 
an<l  cruelty  ; '  and  whose  endless  being  is 
only  a  succession  of  rage,  revenge  and  des¬ 
pair. — Dtvight. 

Misaionary  Depository. 

THE  Christian  public  are  Wormed  tbatDea* 
Abijah  Thomas  has  bceii  appointed  an  agent 
in  this  village  for  the  purpose  of  receiving  arti¬ 
cles  of  PRODUCE,  which  may  be  appropriated 
for  the  benefit  of  the  American  Board  of  Com¬ 
missioners  tor  Foreign  Missions ;  and  the  bene¬ 
volent  of  this  district  are  invited  to  make  annu¬ 
al  and  large  appropriations  for  aiding  the  Boards 
either  from  their  flock,  their  field,  Ih^ir  manu¬ 
facture,  their  merchandise,  or  whatever  may 
best  suit  their  convenience ;  and,  when  they 
have  occasion  to  purchase  any  of  those  articles, 
they  are  requested  to  give  this  missionary  store¬ 
house  a  preference.  ' 

A  committee  is  appointed  to  examine  the  ac¬ 
counts  of  the  agent. 

Amount  of  donations  to  the  A  B.  C-  F.  M.  from 
July  18,  to  Aug.  17,  iucluuve,  1^4,181  58, 


UmitiK 
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